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Coral-algal phase shifts in which coral cover declines to low levels and is replaced by algae
have often been documented on coral reefs worldwide. This has motivated coral reef man-
agement responses that include restriction and regulation of fishing, e.g. herbivorous fish
species. However, there is evidence that eutrophication and sedimentation can be at least
as important as a reduction in herbivory in causing phase shifts. These threats arise from
coastal development leading to increased nutrient and sediment loads, which stimulate
algal growth and negatively impact corals respectively. Here, we first present results of a
dynamic process-based model demonstrating that in addition to overharvesting of herbivo-
rous fish, bottom-up processes have the potential to precipitate coral-algal phase shifts on
Mesoamerican reefs. We then provide an empirical example that exemplifies this on coral
reefs off Mahahual in Mexico, where a shift from coral to algal dominance occurred over 14
years, during which there was little change in herbivore biomass but considerable develop-
ment of tourist infrastructure. Our results indicate that coastal development can compromise
the resilience of coral reefs and that watershed and coastal zone management together with
the maintenance of functional levels of fish herbivory are critical for the persistence of coral
reefs in Mesoamerica.







Citation: Arias-Gonza´lez JE, Fung T, Seymour RM,
Garza-Pe´rez JR, Acosta-Gonza´lez G, Bozec Y-M, et
al. (2017) A coral-algal phase shift in Mesoamerica
not driven by changes in herbivorous fish
abundance. PLoS ONE 12(4): e0174855. https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174855
Editor: Giacomo Bernardi, University of California
Santa Cruz, UNITED STATES
Received: October 19, 2016
Accepted: March 16, 2017
Published: April 26, 2017
Copyright: © 2017 Arias-Gonza´lez et al. This is an
open access article distributed under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution License, which
permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original
author and source are credited.
Data Availability Statement: All relevant data are
within the paper and its Supporting Information
file.
Funding: JEAG was supported by Consejo
Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnologı´a grant (http://
www.conacyt.gob.mx); and TF by National
University of Singapore grants WBS R-154-000-
603-112, R-154-000-560-651, R-154-000-A10-
720, and R-154-000-A10-597.
Competing interests: The authors have declared
that no competing interests exist.
Introduction
Coral-algal phase shifts in which coral cover declines to low levels and is replaced by algae
[1,2,3] challenge the management of coral reefs worldwide [4,5], including in Mesoamerica
[6]. Phase shifts may be caused by many factors, encompassing both episodic pressures of
short duration and chronic pressures of long duration [2]. Following the Reefs At Risk assess-
ment [7], among the most important local and global threats identified are overfishing, pollu-
tion, coastal development and climate change. Climate change combined with local stressors
was identified as threatening 75% of the world’s coral reefs, and overfishing was identified as
the most prevalent local threat, affecting around 55% of the world’s reefs [7]. In the scientific
literature on coral-algal phase shifts, overfishing is commonly cited as a key underlying driver
(e.g., [1,3,8]). This has motivated coral reef management responses that include restriction or
prohibition of fishing effort in designated areas [9] and efforts to limit consumer demand for
ecologically important species (e.g., [10,11]).
However, as a number of studies have highlighted [12–17], the threat to coral reefs from
watershed pollutants is potentially as important as overfishing. Indeed, dynamic models of
specific reef sites in the Philippines indicated that the combined effects of nutrification and
sedimentation were more important drivers than overfishing in causing coral decline and
increased algal cover, while improving water quality rather than managing fishing was the
most expedient way to recover coral cover [17]. In general, watershed pollution has been dif-
ficult to manage because of the wide variety of pollutants that collectively span a large area
and because of the high cost of treating polluted water [12]. The importance of this threat
reflects rapid human development on many tropical coasts, which continues to have important
impacts on coral [18]. In Mesoamerica the tourism industry has expanded since the early
1970s to encompass large swathes of tropical coastal zones, including most of the Mexican
Caribbean [19]. This has been associated with marked impacts on coastal systems that include
coral reefs [20,21]. Coastal development and associated watershed pollution [22–27] may have
been key drivers behind a notable decline in coral cover and complementary rise in macroalgal
cover in the region [21, 28–30].
Previous empirical and theoretical studies on reefs in the Caribbean have emphasized how
a reduction of grazing pressure, caused by a collapse of the herbivorous urchin Diadema antil-
larum and overfishing of herbivorous fishes, can increase the susceptibility to coral-algal phase
shifts [1,31,32]. Critically, evidence suggests that transitions from coral to algal-dominated reefs
are likely to involve a pronounced hysteresis [32,33]. In this case, it is difficult to reverse the
transition and achieve recovery of coral–returning an algal-dominated reef to environmental
conditions (including herbivore levels) that previously supported abundant coral cover may be
insufficient to enable coral recovery [32,33]. Phase shift dynamics have important implications
for managing reefs, and full knowledge of the range of factors that determine coral reef resil-
ience and the circumstances in which hysteresis arises is clearly critical for informed manage-
ment. Here, we first present results of a dynamic process-based model demonstrating that
increased nutrients and sediments, which are common effects of coastal development and
watershed-based pollution, can be important drivers of coral-algal phase shifts on Mesoameri-
can reefs in addition to fishing of herbivores. We then complement the modeling analyses with
a case study from coral reefs off Mahahual in Mexico, showing that these reefs have undergone
a shift from coral to algal dominance with little change in herbivore biomass, but which is coin-
cident with an increase in tourism and associated coastal development. This suggests that the
main driver of the shift is increased coastal development arising from the growth of tourism
and urban development in the area, reflecting a problem that appears to be undermining water
quality and harming the coral reefs in the Mesoamerican region as a whole [22–27,30,34].
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Methods
This study does not require an ethics statement as we did not manipulate any animal or plant.
Study site
The coral reef system of Mahahual is located in the northern part of the Mesoamerican Barrier
Reef System in the state of Quintana Roo, within the touristic area of the Mexican Caribbean
known as Costa Maya (Fig 1). This reef system is very close to the coast; the reef crest is ca. 150
m from shore and the reef slope and terrace extend to 0.5–1.0 km from shore. In 2000, the con-
dition of Mahahual’s reef system was reported as relatively good in the Mexican Caribbean
[25], but in 2000–2001 a pier was constructed to receive large tourist cruise ships in the north-
ern part of the reef. This stimulated construction of related urban and tourism infrastructure,
including restaurants, artificial beaches, navigation channels and hotels. These expansions
together with hurricanes and bleaching events are coincident with a coral-algal phase shift in
this system [18].
Dynamic model and analysis
We used the coral-reef benthic model of Fung et al. (2011) [33], which describes the dynamics
of three major functional groups–scleractinian (hard) corals, dense turf algae and macroalgae–
competing for space on a reef substratum. We first provide a brief description of the model
and its parameterization, and then we explain how we use the model to examine the typical
effects of top-down and bottom-up stressors on coral and algal covers for Mesoamerican reefs.
Dynamics of the proportional covers of the three model groups are represented by a set of
ordinary differential equations that represent key ecological processes contributing to their
Fig 1. Location of study sites on reefs at Mahahual. 12 transects were deployed at both the slope and terrace (indicated by thin white
lines on the figure).
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174855.g001
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growth, recruitment and mortality. The proportional cover of hard corals increases due to lat-
eral growth over space [35], although the rate of growth is reduced by metabolic costs imposed
by contact with macroalgae [36]. Cover of hard corals also increases from establishment of
recruits produced by hard corals in the modeled reef area (endogenous recruitment) and hard
corals on other non-modeled reef areas (exogenous recruitment) [37, 38]. Coral recruits can
establish on ‘free space’ (e.g. substratum supporting microturf) and on dense turf algae at a
lower rate [39]. Mortality of hard corals occurs due to stressors such as sedimentation and dis-
ease [40], resulting in decreases in proportional cover. Dense turf algae consist mainly of fila-
mentous algae [41] and can arise from growth of algal propagules settling onto ‘space’ [42],
thus increasing their proportional cover. On the other hand, dense turf algae can be overgrown
by hard corals [43] and macroalgae [32], resulting in a decrease in their proportional cover.
Herbivorous fish and urchins exert grazing pressure on the palatable turf algae [44], again
decreasing their proportional cover. Macroalgae are distinguished from turf algae by their
greater thallus size and structural complexity [41], allowing them to laterally overgrow space,
hard corals, and turf algae [35,36,45,46]. Recruitment of macroalgal propagules is assumed to
be largely localized [47], and is thus conceptualized as part of the lateral growth process. As is
the case for dense turf algae, the proportional cover of macroalgae decreases due to grazing
[48]. Fig 2 is a schematic diagram of the model, summarizing the functional groups and how
they are dynamically linked by the key ecological processes modeled. Further mathematical
and biological details of the model are provided in Fung et al. (2011) [33].
We derived model parameter ranges pertaining to a pristine reef using the methodology of
Fung et al. (2011) [33]. This methodology involves estimating the parameters of the modeled
functional groups using empirical data from surveys and experiments [33]. Because of our
focus on Mesoamerican reefs in the present study, we used the same dataset as that in Fung
et al. (2011) [33] except that data from outside the western Atlantic were discarded where pos-
sible. Specifically, if the range of a parameter could be derived using just data from the western
Atlantic in the dataset, then we did so and disregarded any data from the Indo-Pacific. How-
ever, if data from the western Atlantic were insufficient to derive the range of a parameter,
then necessary data from the Indo-Pacific were used. Following this procedure, only four out
of the 14 parameter ranges required data from the Indo-Pacific for their derivation. Thus, the
parameterized model reefs are interpreted as broadly representative of pristine Mesoamerican
reefs. S1 Table lists all the model parameters and the locations pertaining to the data used for
their parameterization, together with the corresponding references. Full details of the parame-
terization methodology can be found in Appendix B of Fung et al. (2011) [33].
To quantify the effects of key top-down and bottom-up processes in driving coral-algal
phase shifts, (1) 10,000 pristine model reefs were constructed by randomly sampling the
parameter ranges according to independent uniform distributions, and then (2) fishing, nutri-
fication and sedimentation were applied in isolation and in all combinations to each model
reef. The effects of the three stressors on model parameters were taken from Fung et al. (2011)
[33], who derived the effects based mainly on empirical measures from surveys and experi-
ments [49–53]. Specifically, fishing was modeled as decreasing grazing pressure on the reef
(potentially down to zero, corresponding to removal of all herbivores); nutrification (addition
of increased nutrients) was modeled as increasing the growth rates of both turf algae and
macroalgae by up to four times; and sedimentation was modeled as increasing the coral mor-
tality rate by up to three times, decreasing coral recruitment rates by up to a factor of 0.6 and
decreasing the coral growth rate by up to 50% (for more details, see Fung et al., 2011 [33]). The
severity of each stressor was expressed as a proportion of the maximum effects, such that sever-
ity ranged from 0 (e.g., for fishing, this would correspond to no change in grazing pressure) to
1 (e.g., for fishing, this would correspond to a decrease in grazing pressure to zero). In each
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Fig 2. Schematic diagram of the dynamic coral-reef benthic model used. The boxes show the dynamic variables in the model, which are the
proportional covers of the three functional groups modeled–hard corals, (dense) turf algae and macroalgae–and space (C, T, M and S, respectively). Arrows
from one box to another represent conversion of one group to another via the dynamic processes modeled. The processes are grouped into three categories,
pertaining to growth (G), recruitment (R) and mortality (M). Underneath the boxes and arrows diagram is the set of differential equations specifying how the
variables change over time. There is no equation for S because it is a dependent variable that is determined by 1–C–T–M. Terms in the equations represent
the dynamic processes modeled, and are numbered to match the corresponding arrows in the diagram. rC and αCrC are the rates of growth of hard corals
over space and turf algae, respectively, in the absence of macroalgae; lsC and εClsC are the exogenous rates of recruitment of hard corals over space and turf
algae, respectively, whereas lbC and εClbC are the corresponding endogenous rates of recruitment; dC is the mortality rate of hard corals from processes other
than overgrowth; ζT is the maximum growth rate of turf algae in space, which is decreased by grazing, measured by the grazing effort θ that takes values
from 0 to 1; gT is the maximum grazing rate on turf algae; rM, γMCrM and γMTrM are the growth rates of macroalgae over space, hard corals and turf algae,
respectively; gM is the maximum grazing rate on macroalgae; and βM is the negative effect of macroalgae on the growth rate of hard corals. Further details of
these parameters and the equations are found in Fung and others (2011) [33].
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174855.g002
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application of a stressor, the severity was randomly determined according to a uniform distri-
bution. After application of a stressor or set of stressors to a model reef, equilibrium covers of
each benthic group were recorded. These covers were subsequently averaged across the 10,000
model reefs. The analyses described here are an advance on those in Fung et al. (2011) [33]
because of the use of a population of 10,000 model pristine reefs rather than just one, and the
application of stressors with random degrees of severity rather than a fixed degree of severity.
This represents a more comprehensive exploration of parameter space and hence assessment
of how the stressors could affect coral and algal covers.
For each stressor scenario, we also used our model to quantify the potential for multiple sta-
ble equilibria and hence discontinuous phase shifts with hysteresis. Here, multiple stable equi-
libria refer to the simultaneous emergence of a coral-dominated equilibrium state and an
algal-dominated equilibrium state under a fixed set of parameter conditions [32]. A region of
parameter space exhibiting multiple stable equilibria results in hysteresis, whereby recovery of
corals from the degraded algal-dominated state requires stress to be reduced to levels lower
than the threshold that triggered the shift from coral- to algal-dominance in the first place
[32,33]. We randomly sampled the parameter space corresponding to each scenario and then
determined the percentage of parameter sets exhibiting multiple stable equilibria. This is
important in helping to resolve the issue of the likely prevalence of discontinuous versus con-
tinuous phase shifts, with and without hysteresis respectively. Fung et al. (2011) [33], which
used the same model, did not quantify the likelihood of multiple stable equilibria in terms of
the proportion of the feasible parameter space.
Sampling design and data collection
For the empirical component of our study, data describing benthic species on the Mahahual
reef system were obtained in November in the years 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2005, 2006, 2007,
2008, 2009 and 2010. In the years 2000, 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009 and 2010, data on the
abundance and size of fishes were also obtained. A balanced design was used with two spatial
scales (two geomorphological units (GUs) as ‘reef slope’ and ‘terrace’, and 12 transects within
each GU) and a time scale encompassing 1997 to 2010 [29]. Fish and benthic species were cen-
sused using 50 x 2 m belt transects at depths supporting greatest development of Orbicella/
Montastraea-dominated habitat, namely at ~12 m on the reef slope and ~18 m on the terrace.
Within each GU, four transects separated by 50 m were taken at each of three fixed sites (Fig
1). At each site, the fish and benthic communities were assessed by SCUBA diving. For each
transect, two assessments were performed, the first visually recording reef fishes >15 cm and
the second video-recording the benthos. For our analysis, we have used only biomasses from
the families Scaridae and Acanthuridae, which comprise most herbivorous fish biomass. More
specifically, we followed the methodology as described by Acosta-Gonza´lez et al. (2013) [29]:
“first, four transect lines separated by 50 m were positioned across each fixed sampling site,
and then, two censuses were performed, the first recording reef fishes and the second video
recording the benthic communities. Two experienced observers, one for the years 2000, 2005,
2006 and 2007 and the other for 2008, 2009 and 2010 conducted visual censuses for all years of
sampling. Using the same sampling protocol and a standardized record of species richness,
abundance and sizes minimized the bias between observers. We recorded only the species that
corresponded to pelagic, demersal and benthic fish, as those are the most conspicuous species
that determine the ‘‘visible” fish assemblage structure. We did not include cryptic fish species,
as they take too long to count accurately within a transect. The difficulty of visually detecting
small-bodied fish is well known and may produce underestimates in the abundance of small
cryptic fish such as Gobiidae, Apogonidae, and Blenniidae”. We converted fish size (length L)
Phase shifts in Mesoamerican coral reefs
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to biomass (wet weight W in kg/100 m2) using the allometric equation W = aLb. The constants
for each species, a and b, were obtained from FishBase (www.fishbase.org) or, if the species in
question was not logged in FishBase, different sources from the Caribbean [54,55] or from a
species with a similar shape. For each species, total biomass per census was estimated as the
average weight multiplied by the abundance [56]. The benthic community was surveyed with
underwater video camera at a distance of ~40 cm above the substratum along each 50 m tran-
sect [29]. The camera was held ~50 cm to the side of the transect and perpendicular to the
substratum.
There was no need for us to obtain specific permission for our field activities, because
Mahahual reef is not a protected area and we did not perform any intrusive techniques in rela-
tion to the studied fauna and flora.
Once in the laboratory, each video transect was sub-sampled on a computer screen by
selecting 40 frames at random, each with 13 systematically dispersed points in a regular grid,
totaling 520 points per transect. The benthos under each sampled point was identified to the
lowest taxonomic group and life form possible. Benthic organisms were then grouped into
three major categories: scleractinian corals, fleshy macroalgae and dense turf algae, and other
types of benthic cover. The cover of scleractinian corals was used as a measure of total coral
cover, whereas the cover of fleshy macroalgae and dense turf algae was used as a measure of
total (macro)algal cover.
Cruise ship passenger arrivals per year at Mahahual were used as a proxy for coastal devel-
opment, and data were obtained from Anuarios estadı´sticos de los puertos de Me´xico, Secre-
taria de Comunicaciones y Transportes (SCT) and Administracio´n Portuaria Integral de
Quintana Roo, S. A. de C. V. Coordinacio´n de Planeacio´n y Estadı´stica.
Statistical analysis
Differences in the size (length), abundance and biomass of roving herbivorous fish considered
(scarids and acanthurids separately and combined) in different years were evaluated with a
permutation-based multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA) using the multivariate
statistical analysis package PRIMER-e v.6.1.16 + PERMANOVA v.1.0.6 [57]. Size, abundance,
and biomass were each transformed a priori using sqrt(x+1), where x is size, abundance or bio-
mass. A two-way crossed design was used, where each of the transformed variables was crossed
with a factor “year” (seven levels: 2000, 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010). After the PERMA-
NOVA, an a posteriori analysis was performed using a pairwise comparison of each variable
between every unique pair of years. The permutation method chosen was the method of resid-
uals over the reduced model. Monte Carlo permutation tests were conducted in which a total
of 10,000 permutations were performed, with the sum of the coefficients of the fixed effects set
to zero [57].
Results and discussion
The parameterization of our Mesoamerican benthic model resulted in the same parameter
ranges as in Fung and others (2011) [33], except that the upper limit of the exogenous coral
recruitment rate (arising from recruits produced by spawning corals on non-modeled reef
areas), lsC, is now 0.0002 yr
-1 instead of 0.01 yr-1; the upper limit of the endogenous coral
recruitment rate, lbC, is now 0.05 yr
-1 instead of 0.5 yr-1; and the lower limit of the parameter
measuring the negative effects of macroalgae on coral growth, βM, is now 0.4 instead of 0.2.
Random sampling of the parameter space resulted in a set of 10,000 pristine model reefs with
an average equilibrium coral cover of 45% (Fig 3A). This is near the upper end of the observed
range of 20–40% coral cover considered to be representative of healthy reefs in Mesoamerica
Phase shifts in Mesoamerican coral reefs
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[58]. When we applied the stressors of fishing, nutrification and sedimentation in isolation
and in all combinations to the pristine model reefs, average equilibrium coral covers declined
under each scenario, with concomitant increases in average equilibrium algal covers (Fig 3A).
The results clearly indicate that a coral-algal phase shift can occur without fishing; under sedi-
mentation alone, average coral cover decreased to 14% and average total algal cover (turf algae
plus macroalgal cover) increased from 18% to 27%, and under the combined effects of nutrifi-
cation and sedimentation, average coral cover decreased further to 11% and average total algal
cover increased further to 43%. While average macroalgal cover was low under each scenario
(<10% for the pristine scenario and seven scenarios with added stress), macroalgal cover
values for individual runs under each scenario always encompassed a wide range of at least
0–81% macroalgal cover, reflecting strong high non-linearity in macroalgal dynamics with
changing parameter values. Importantly, this represents the range of macroalgal covers found
on real reefs in Mesoamerica [1,28,59]. Under each stressor scenario examined, the percentage
of parameter sets yielding multiple stable equilibria was<1%, supporting the view that discon-
tinuous phase shifts are rare relative to continuous ones (Fig 3B; [60]). This bodes well for
management intervention because in the case of a continuous phase shift, all else being equal
the affected reef would return to high coral cover once issues related to water quality and over-
fishing are rectified. Nevertheless, our results indicate that discontinuous phase shifts are pos-
sible and nutrification in particular was found to increase the probability of multiple stable
equilibria and thus hysteresis by a factor of around five, when acting in isolation, or a factor of
around six, when acting together with fishing (Fig 3B).
Together, these modeling results emphasize the importance of bottom-up stressors in pre-
cipitating phase shifts in addition to the importance of top-down stressors that have been the
focus of previous studies, consistent with results from earlier modeling [17]. We note that in
our model, a given biomass of herbivorous consumers corresponds to constant per unit-cover
grazing rates on dense turf algae and macroalgae (gTθ and gMθ, respectively). Thus, if the pro-
portional cover of either algal group increases, then the corresponding grazing rate increases,
representing a greater encounter rate between consumers and algal cover. This is different to
the analytical model of Mumby et al. (2007) [32], in which the per unit-cover grazing rate on
macroalgae decreases with the total proportional cover of algae, reflecting lower efficiency in
grazing because of the greater areal coverage of algae. Despite these differences, both models
are capable of exhibiting alternative stable states and associated hysteresis, because in both
models increased algal cover has detrimental effects on coral cover and vice versa, which con-
tribute to feedbacks that can maintain a coral-dominated and an algal-dominated stable state
at a given level of herbivorous consumer biomass [32, 33]. Therefore, the qualitative dynamical
behavior of the models seems robust to the way grazing is represented, although future work
would be required to assess the quantitative differences in dynamical behavior and conse-
quences for the strength of bottom-up versus top-down effects on coral and algal proportional
covers.
This view is supported by our observations of a shift from coral to algal dominance on reefs
at Mahahual off the Yucatan coast in eastern Mexico (Fig 4A), in which there was an increase
of algal cover but little change in herbivorous fish biomass (Fig 4B). These findings are consis-
tent with previous meso-scale observations at the Mesoamerican Reef [28]. During 1998–2000,
bleaching, hurricanes, disease and port works did not cause major changes in benthic cover on
the Mahahual reef system. However, from 2000–2003, coral cover decreased and algal cover
increased in concert with a massive increase in tourist visitations and the construction of a
cruise ship pier. Satellite imagery has revealed that the coastal landscape of Mahahual lost 85
ha of vegetation cover from 2000 to 2006, induced in large part by the construction of the
cruise ship pier, hotels and restaurants, while the reefscape suffered a loss of 43 ha of live coral
Phase shifts in Mesoamerican coral reefs
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Fig 3. Predicted effects of fishing, nutrification and sedimentation on phase shift potential. a) Average
equilibrium percentage covers for pristine Mesoamerican model reefs, subjected to different scenarios: no
Phase shifts in Mesoamerican coral reefs
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cover [21]. In 2000, the reef lagoon was dredged to extend the area of the surrounding village
and allow the construction of hotels near the beach to receive cruise passengers; by 2001,
25 hotels with a combined bed capacity of 50 to 100 rooms were already built in the village.
The effects of this sudden coastal development on coral reefs may have been exacerbated by
bleaching events and hurricanes [21]. However, while the mean biomass of herbivorous fishes
(2 kg/100m2) falls within the range of biomass values observed on moderately fished sites
along the Mesoamerican barrier reef [61,30], the biomass of herbivores did not show signifi-
cant variation during the period of the phase shift where coral and algal covers underwent
drastic changes (2000–2005; Fig 4, S2 and S3 Tables), indicating that grazing pressure (per
unit-cover grazing rates as conceptualized in our model and discussed above) has remained
relatively constant. In the past (1955 to 1979) [62] and until recently, local fishermen have
largely targeted predatory fish on the reefs at Mahahual and the surrounding areas, with mini-
mal fishing of herbivorous fishes [62–65].
Despite the lack of time-series on nutrient concentrations in Mahahual, there is correla-
tional evidence from other studies that tourism visitations led to increased nitrogen inputs
into the coastal marine environments of northern Quintana Roo, which is the most developed
part of the Mexican Caribbean coast [26,66,67]. While Mahahual, located in the southern part
of Quintana Roo, arguably exhibits lower rates of sewage-derived nitrogen inputs when com-
pared to areas of northern Quintana Roo with a greater intensity of tourism development
[23,26], recent point data [68] have indicated high absolute levels of eutrophication on Mahah-
ual reefs, with very high standing concentrations of ammonium (7.69 μM), nitrates (2.43 μM),
and orthophosphates (6.68 μM) [68]. In addition, cruise ship traffic has considerably increased
from 37 arrivals in 2000 to 223 in 2010, bringing the number of short-term visitors to an aver-
age of 800,000 per year. The amount of sewage pollution potentially generated by tourists
undertaking short-term (i.e., daily) excursions to the shore is currently unknown, but could be
considerable and is likely to be much higher than in 2000. It is also worth noting that high
nutrient concentrations, sewage water and high algal covers have been associated with the inci-
dence of coral diseases [69–74], which at Mahahual doubled in prevalence over a decade con-
comitant with the increase in tourist activity, with surveys showing that coral diseases affected
12.3% of coral colonies in 2001 (before the pier was in operation) but 25.4% of colonies in
2011 (JR Garza-Pe´rez, unpublished data).
We acknowledge that because of the lack of time-series for nutrient and sediment levels on
Mahahual reefs, we cannot be certain that increased nutrients and sediments were the main
drivers of the observed phase shift. The shift could also have been driven by coral mortality
caused by dredging the reef lagoon, with algae overgrowing the vacant space; this could hap-
pen in the absence of increased nutrients or fishing. Another possibility is that nutrients have
increased algal productivity, resulting in macroalgae progressively overgrowing corals, which
could happen without dredging and associated sedimentation, and without increased fishing.
While it is feasible that the phase shift is the result of multiple processes, it is unlikely that fish-
ing is the proximal cause given the constancy of (statistically non-significant changes in)
anthropogenic stress, corresponding to a pristine reef (P); fishing (F); nutrification (N); sedimentation (S), and all
combinations of the three types of stressor. Percentage covers are shown for scleractinian corals (C), dense turf algae
(T), macroalgae (M) and space (Sp). For this analysis, 10,000 pristine model reefs were generated using the most
complex benthic model of Fung and others (2011) [33] by randomly sampling parameter ranges based mainly on
empirical measurements on western Atlantic reefs. Fishing, nutrification and sedimentation were then applied as
described in the text, with the severity chosen randomly. b) For the same model and scenarios in a), the percentage of
parameter space resulting in multiple (two) stable equilibria, indicating the potential for discontinuous phase shifts. For
each scenario, the percentage was calculated from 10,000 parameter sets sampled randomly from the corresponding
parameter space.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174855.g003
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herbivorous fish biomass (Fig 4B), size and abundance over the 2000–2005 period of the phase
shift, where coral cover approximately halved and algal cover more than doubled (S2 and S3
Tables). The same trends were found for the biomass, size and abundance of scarids over
the same time period, and also the biomass and size of acanthurids. There was a statistically
significant increase in the abundance of acanthurids from 2000 to 2005, but this failed to trans-
late into a significance increase in the total abundance of herbivorous fish (acanthurids and
scarids). These results suggest that coastal development is associated with the shift to algal
Fig 4. Phase shift on Mahahual reef system, Yucatan coast, Mexico (data from spur and groove system on reef slope, 12 m; and terrace 18 m). a)
The phase shift, with increasing algal cover and declining coral cover (means and standard deviations), realized over 14 years. Coral cover did not decline by
much in the face of major but discrete regional stress events and disturbances such as elevated temperatures (phase 1); Hurricane Mitch (2); post-bleaching
outbreak of coral-disease (3); and pier construction and lagoon dredging (4). Rather, coral decline was associated with increased coastal-urban development,
tourism-associated activities, and pier reconstruction and associated dredging (phases 5, 7 and 8), combined with a fierce hurricane (6). b) Biomass densities
(means and standard deviations) of the two main groups of herbivorous fish (scarids and acanthurids) and the total biomass density of these two groups were
relatively constant over the same period, while tourism increased dramatically, as indicated by cruise ship passenger arrivals. There was a drop in the number
of passengers after 2006 due to the deterioration of Costa Maya’s pier after Hurricane Dean, which required two years to rebuild.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174855.g004
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dominance, pointing to the importance of bottom-up processes. Similarly, a study in Quintana
Roo coast [28] and a recent study of 85 sites along the Mesoamerican Reef [75] did not find a
significant correlation between increasing macroalgal cover and variations in herbivorous fish
abundance. In the Mesoamerican Reef study macroalgal cover did not exceed 30–35%,
whereas on Quintana Roo reefs macroalgae shifted to 20–80% cover and on Mahahual reef to
40–70% cover, and in both the latter cases with a nearly constant biomass of herbivorous fish
during the phase shift. Our empirical data show a progressive shift from coral- to algal-domi-
nance, reflecting a loss of resilience that may have been initiated before our monitoring com-
menced, as has occurred in other parts of the Mexican Caribbean [28]. Importantly, the shift
was not caused by an acute and severe coral mortality event (there was no sudden, sharp
decline in coral), and herbivore biomass was approximately constant over the period of coral
decline.
The effects of tourism and urban development on coral reefs along Quintana Roo’s coast
are increasingly recognized [20,22,25–28,30]. The recent development of further tourism
infrastructure of Costa Maya in the southern part of Quintana Roo coast constitutes rapid and
uncontrolled coastal development, which clearly represents a threat to persistence of coral
cover along the Mexican Caribbean coast. Unregulated land use and poor sewage treatment
lead to chronic eutrophication and turbid waters that are detrimental for corals [18], and these
negative effects can amplify the impacts of diseases and thermal stress associated with climate
change [12,76,77]. This is the situation in Mahahual, Cancu´n and Riviera Maya coral reefs,
which are unprotected areas with weak regulation and poor enforcement of existing (and min-
imal) standards for sewage and other pollutants.
Our empirical observations and model results suggest that rapid, uncontrolled coastal de-
velopment can precipitate a shift from a healthy reef system to a degraded state characterized
by low coral cover and dominance of algae. A management strategy is required that focuses on
both effective watershed management as well as maintenance of functional levels of grazing, to
maximize resilience to and the likelihood of recovery from phase shifts to degraded states. Oth-
erwise, the functioning of these important ecosystems will be compromised, as is evident in
Mesoamerica currently. More holistic management frameworks are required urgently that
explicitly acknowledge and address the effects of both bottom-up and top-down stressors on
coral reef systems and their functional groups of organisms. Within this framework, the use of
long-term research programs and dynamic process-based models are important for capturing
dynamic non-linearities and feedbacks [17,32,33,78,79], and for identifying critical levels of
stressors that would likely result in coral-algal phase shifts, and to enable management strategy
evaluation.
Supporting information
S1 Table. Model parameters and the locations pertaining to data used for parameteriza-
tion, with corresponding references. To increase readability, the row colors for the parame-
ters alternate between white and gray.
(DOC)
S2 Table. Results of PERMANOVA analysis and Pairwise tests of temporal trends in
Length (cm), Abundance (number of individuals), and Biomass (kg/100 m2) for different
categories of herbivorous fish at Mahahual reefs, over the period corresponding to the
observed coral-algal phase shift (2000–2010). The categories are Total herbivorous fish
(scarids and scanthurids), scarids and scanthurids. The pairwise comparisons between the
years 2000 and 2005 (referred to in the main text) are highlighted in gray. Df = degrees of free-
dom; SS = sum of squares; MS = mean sum of squares; Pseudo-F = F value by permutation.
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We thank all volunteers for their invaluable field support. We would also like to thank two
anonymous reviewers, whose comments resulted in substantial improvements to this paper.
We thank JL Cabrera for data support. This paper is dedicated to the memory of Professor
Robert M. Seymour, a great inspiration in applied mathematics.
Author Contributions
Conceptualization: JEAG TF RMS CRJ YMB.
Data curation: JEAG TF YMB JRGP GAG.
Formal analysis: TF CRJ RMS.
Funding acquisition: JEAG.
Investigation: JEAG TF RMS CRJ YMB JRGP GAG.
Methodology: JEAG TF RMS CRJ YMB JRGP GAG.





Visualization: JEAG TF YMB JRGP GAG.
Writing – original draft: JEAG TF CRJ YMB.
Writing – review & editing: JEAG TF CRJ YMB.
References
1. Hughes TP. Catastrophes, phase shifts, and large-scale degradation of a Caribbean coral reef. Sci-
ence. 1994; 265: 1547–1551. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.265.5178.1547 PMID: 17801530
2. Done TJ. Phase shifts in coral reef communities and their ecological significance. Hydrobiologia. 1992;
247: 121–132.
3. Pandolfi JM, Bradbury RH, Sala E, Hughes TP, Bjorndal KA, Cooke RG, McArdle D, McClenachan L,
Newman MJH, Paredes G, Warner RR, Jackson JBC. Global trajectories of the long-term decline of
coral reef ecosystems. Science. 2003; 301:955–958. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1085706 PMID:
12920296
4. Hughes TP, Baird AH, Bellwood DR, Card M, Connolly SR, Folke C, Grosberg R, Hoegh-Guldberg O,
Jackson JBC, Kleypas J, Lough JM, Marshall P, Nystro¨m M, Palumbi SR, Pandolfi JM, Rosen B,
Phase shifts in Mesoamerican coral reefs
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174855 April 26, 2017 13 / 17
Roughgarden J. Climate change, human impacts, and the resilience of coral reefs. Science. 2003; 301:
929–33. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1085046 PMID: 12920289
5. Bellwood DR, Hughes TP, Folke C, Nystrom M. Confronting the coral reef crisis. Nature 2004; 429:
827–833. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02691 PMID: 15215854
6. Gardner TA, Cote´ IM, Gill JA, Grant A, Watkinson AR. Long-term region-wide declines in Caribbean
corals. Science. 2003; 301: 958–960. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1086050 PMID: 12869698
7. Burke L, Reytar K, Spalding M, Perry A. Reefs at Risk Revisited. Washington, DC: World Resources
Institute. 2011.
8. Jackson JBC, Kirby MX, Berger WH, Bjorndal KA, Botsford LW, Bourque BJ, Bradbury RH, Cooke R,
Erlandson J, Estes JA, Hughes TP, Kidwell S, Lange CB, Lenihan HS, Pandolfi JM, Peterson CH, Ste-
neck RS, Tegner MJ, Warner RR. Historical overfishing and the recent collapse of coastal ecosystems.
Science. 2001; 293:629–638. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1059199 PMID: 11474098
9. Mora C, Andre´foue¨t S, Costello MJ, Kranenburg C, Rollo A, Veron J, Gaston KJ, Myers RA. Coral reefs
and the global network of marine protected areas. Science 2006; 312: 1750–1751. https://doi.org/10.
1126/science.1125295 PMID: 16794065
10. Mangi SC, Roberts CM, Rodwell LD. Reef fisheries management in Kenya: Preliminary approach using
the driver–pressure–state–impacts–response (DPSIR) scheme of indicators. Ocean & Coastal Man-
agement. 2007; 50: 463–480.
11. Fabinyi M, Liu N. Seafood banquets in Beijing: consumer perspectives and implications for environmen-
tal sustainability. Conservation and Society. 2014; 12: 218–228.
12. Wear SL, Vega-Thurber R. Sewage pollution: mitigation is key for coral reef stewardship. Annals of the
New York Academy of Sciences. 2015;
13. Delgado O, Lapointe BE. Nutrient-limited productivity of calcareous versus fleshy macroalgae in a
eutrophic, carbonate-rich tropical marine environment. Coral Reefs 1994; 13:151–159.
14. Lapointe BE. Nutrient thresholds for eutrophication and macroalgal blooms on coral reefs in Jamaica
and southeast Florida. Limnology and Oceanography. 1997; 42: 1119–1131.
15. Lapointe BE, Barile PJ, Littler MM, Littler DS, Bedford BJ, Gasque C. Macroalgal blooms on southeast
Florida coral reefs I. Nutrient stoichiometry of the invasive green alga Codium isthmocladum in the
wider Caribbean indicates nutrient enrichment. Harmful Algae. 2005a; 4:1092–1105.
16. Lapointe BE, Barile PJ, Littler MM and Littler DS. Macroalgal blooms on southeast Florida coral reefs II.
Cross-shelf discrimination of nitrogen sources indicates widespread assimilation of sewage nitrogen.
Harmful Algae. 2005b; 4:1106–1122.
17. Gurney GG, Melbourne-Thomas J, Geronimo RC, Aliño PM, Johnson CR. Modelling coral reef futures
to inform management: Can reducing local-scale stressors conserve reefs under climate change?
PLoS ONE. 2013; 8(11): e80137. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0080137 PMID: 24260347
18. Duprey NN., Yasuhara M, Baker DM. Reefs of tomorrow: eutrophication reduces coral biodiversity in an
urbanized seascape. Global Change Biology. 2016;
19. Torres RM, Monsen JD. Gringolandia: the construction of a new tourist space in Mexico. Annual
Assessment American Geographic. 2005; 95: 314–335.
20. Nu´ñez-Lara E, Arias-Gonza´lez JE, Legendre P. Spatial patterns of Yucatan reef fish communities: test-
ing models using a multi-scale survey design. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology.
2005; 324: 157–169.
21. Martı´nez-Rendis A, Acosta-Gonza´lez G, Herna´ndez-Stefanoni JL, Arias-Gonza´lez JE. Quantifying the
reefscape transformation of a coastal Caribbean coral reef during a phase shift and the associated
coastal landscape change. Marine Ecology. 2016; 37(3): 697–710.
22. Mutchler T, Dunton KH, Townsend-Small A, Fredriksen S, Rasser MK. Isotopic and elemental indica-
tors of nutrient sources and status of coastal habitats in the Caribbean Sea, Yucatan Peninsula, Mexico.
Estuarine Coastal and Shelf Science. 2007; 74: 449–457.
23. Baker DM, Jorda´n-Dahlgren E, Maldonado MA, Harvell CD. Sea fan corals provide a stable isotope
baseline for assessing sewage pollution in the Mexican Caribbean. Limnology and Oceanography.
2010; 55:2139–2149.
24. Leal-Bautista RM., Cuevas R. G, Vela´zquez Oliman G, Jaime M NA., Herna´ndez-Za´rate G, Pathogens
and pharmaceuticals pollutants indicators of contamination at the Northeasthern aquifern of Quintana
Roo. Tropical and Subtropical Agroecosystems 2011; 13 (2).
25. Metcalfe C.D., Beddows P.A., Bouchot G., Metcalfe T.L., Li H., Van Lavieren H. Contaminants in the
coastal Karst aquifer system along the Caribbean coast of the Yucatan Peninsula, Mexico. Environmen-
tal Pollution. 2011; 159: 991–997. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2010.11.031 PMID: 21232837
Phase shifts in Mesoamerican coral reefs
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174855 April 26, 2017 14 / 17
26. Baker DM, Rodrı´guez-Martı´nez RE, Fogel ML. Tourism’s nitrogen footprint on a Mesoamerican coral
reef. Coral Reefs. 2013; 32: 691–699.
27. Herna´ndez-Terrones LM, Null KA, Ortega-Camacho D, Paytan A. Water quality assessment in the Mex-
ican Caribbean: impacts on the coastal ecosystem. Continental Shelf Research. 2015; 102: 62–72.
28. Bozec YM, Acosta-Gonza´lez G, Nu´ñez-Lara E, Arias-Gonza´lez JE. Impacts of coastal development on
ecosystem structure and function of Yucatan coral reefs, Mexico. In: Procedings 11th International
Coral Reef Symposium. 2008; 691–695.
29. Acosta-Gonza´lez G, Rodrı´guez-Zaragoza FA, Herna´ndez-Landa RC, Arias-Gonza´lez JE. Additive
Diversity Partitioning of Fish in a Caribbean Coral Reef Undergoing Shift Transition. PLoS ONE. 2013;
8(6): e65665. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0065665 PMID: 23776521
30. Kramer P, McField M, A´ lvarez-Filip L, Drysdale I, Rueda-Flores M, Giro´ A, Pott R. Report Card for the
Mesoamerican Reef. Healthy Reefs Initiative. 2015 (www.healthyreefs.org).
31. Mumby PJ, Hedley JD, Zychaluk K, Harborne AR, Blackwell PG. Revisiting the catastrophic die-off of
the urchin Diadema antillarum on Caribbean coral reefs: fresh insights on resilience from a simulation
model. Ecological Modelling. 2006; 196:131–148.
32. Mumby PJ, Hastings A, Edwards HJ. Thresholds and the resilience of Caribbean coral reefs. Nature.
2007; 450: 98–101. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature06252 PMID: 17972885
33. Fung T, Seymour RM, Johnson CR. Alternative stable states and phase shifts in coral reefs under
anthropogenic stress. Ecology 2011; 92:967–982. PMID: 21661558
34. Medina-Moreno SA, Jime´nez-Gonza´lez A, Gutie´rrez–Rojas M, Lizardi-Jime´nez MA. Hydrocarbon pollu-
tion studies of underwater sinkholes along Quintana Roo as a function of tourism development in the
Mexican Caribbean. Revista Mexicana de Ingenierı´a Quı´mica 2014; 13(2): 509–516.
35. McCook LJ, Folke C, Hughes T, Nystrom M, Obura D, Salm R. Ecological resilience, climate change
and the Great Barrier Reef. Pages 75–96 in Johnson J. E. and Marshall P. A., editors. Climate change
and the Great Barrier Reef: a vulnerability assessment. Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority; Aus-
tralian Greenhouse Office, Townsville. 2007.
36. Jompa J, McCook LJ. Effects of competition and herbivory on interactions between a hard coral and a
brown alga. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology. 2002; 271:25–39.
37. Jackson JBC. Modes of dispersal of clonal benthic invertebrates: consequences for species’ distribu-
tions and genetic structure of local populations. Bulletin of Marine Science. 1986; 39:588–606.
38. Richmond RH. Reproduction and recruitment in corals: critical links in the persistence of reefs. Pages
175–197 in Birkeland C., ed. Life and death of coral reefs. Chapman & Hall, New York, New York,
USA. 1997.
39. Birrell CL, McCook LJ, Willis BL. Effects of algal turfs and sediment on coral settlement. Marine Pollu-
tion Bulletin. 2005; 51: 408–414. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2004.10.022 PMID: 15757739
40. Bythell JC, Gladfelter EH, Bythell M. Chronic and catastrophic natural mortality of three common Carib-
bean reef corals. Coral Reefs. 1993; 12:143–152.
41. Steneck RS, Dethier MN. A functional group approach to the structure of algal-dominated communities.
Oikos. 1994; 69: 476–498.
42. Diaz-Pulido G, McCook LJ. The fate of bleached corals: patterns and dynamics of algal recruitment.
Marine Ecology Progress Series. 2002; 232:115–128.
43. Birrell CL, McCook LJ, Willis BL, Diaz-Pulido GA. Effects of benthic algae on the replenishment of corals
and the implications for the resilience of coral reefs. Oceanography and Marine Biology: an Annual
Review. 2008; 46:25–63.
44. Klumpp DW, McKinnon AD. Temporal and spatial patterns in primary production of a coral-reef epilithic
algal community. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology. 1989; 131:1–22.
45. Nugues MM, Bak RPM. Differential competitive abilities between Caribbean coral species and a brown
alga: a year of experiments and a long-term perspective. Marine Ecology Progress Series. 2006;
315:75–86.
46. McCook LJ, Jompa J, Diaz-Pulido G. Competition between corals and algae on coral reefs: a review of
evidence and mechanisms. Coral Reefs. 2001; 19: 400–417.
47. Mumby PJ. The impact of exploiting grazers (Scaridae) on the dynamics of Caribbean coral reefs. Eco-
logical Applications. 2006; 16: 747–769. PMID: 16711060
48. Russ GR, John JSt. Diets, growth rates and secondary production of herbivorous coral reef fishes. Pro-
ceedings of the 6th International Coral Reef Symposium. 1988; 2:37–43.
49. Cortes J, Risk MJ. A reef under siltation stress—Cahuita, Costa-Rica. Bulletin of Marine Science. 1985;
36: 339–356.
Phase shifts in Mesoamerican coral reefs
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174855 April 26, 2017 15 / 17
50. Larned ST. Nitrogen- versus phosphorus-limited growth and sources of nutrients for coral reef macroal-
gae. Marine Biology. 1998; 132: 409–421.
51. Schaffelke B, Klumpp DW. Nutrient-limited growth of the coral reef macroalga Sargassum baccularia
and experimental growth enhancement by nutrient addition in continuous flow culture. Marine Ecology
Progress Series. 1998; 164: 199–211.
52. Babcock R, Smith L. Effects of sedimentation on coral settlement and survivorship. Proceedings of the
Ninth International Coral Reef Symposium. 2000; 1: 245–248.
53. Nugues MM, Roberts CM. Coral mortality and interaction with algae in relation to sedimentation. Coral
Reefs. 2003; 22: 507–516.
54. Claro R, Lindeman KC, Parent LR. Ed. Ecology of the Marine Fishes of Cuba. 2001. Washington DC,
Smithsonian Institution Press.
55. Gonza´lez-Ga´ndara C, Pe´rez-Dı´az E, Santos-Rodrı´guez L, Arias-Gonza´lez JE. Length-weight relation-
ships of coral reef fishes from the Alacranes Reef, Yucatan, Me´xico. Naga. 2003; 26: 14–16.
56. Arias-Gonza´lez JE, Done TJ, Page CA, Cheal A, Kininmonth S, Garza-Pe´rez JR. Towards a reefscape
ecology: Relating biomass and trophic structure of fish assemblages to habitat at Davies Reef, Austra-
lia. Marine Ecology Progress Series. 2006. 320: 29–41.
57. Anderson MJ, Gorley RN, Clarke KR. PERMANOVA for PRIMER: Guide to Software and Statistical
Methods. Primer-E. Plymouth, RU. 2008. 214 pp.
58. HRI [Healthy Reefs Initiative]. Eco-health report card for the Mesoamerican Reef: an evaluation of eco-
system health. 2008. http://www.healthyreefs.org/.
59. Bruno JF, Sweatman H, Precht WF, Selig ER, Schutte VGW. Assessing evidence of phase shifts from
coral to macroalgal dominance on coral reefs. Ecology 2009; 90:1478–1484. PMID: 19569362
60. Dudgeon SR, Aronson RB, Bruno JF, Precht WF. Phase shifts and stable states on coral reefs. Marine
Ecology Progress Series 2010; 413: 201–216.
61. Edwards CB, Friedlander AM, Green AG, Hardt MJ, Sala E, Sweatman HP, Williams ID, Zgliczynski B,
Sandin SA, Smith JE. Global assessment of the status of coral reef herbivorous fishes: evidence for
fishing effects. Proceedings of the Royal Society B 2016; 281: 20131835.
62. Miller D. Mexico’s Caribbean Fishery: Recent Change and Current Issues. Systematic emphasis: His-
torical landscape reconstruction based on contemporary accounts, fieldwork, and computer analysis of
production data; analysis of environmental impacts. 1982. Ph.D. in Geography: University of Wisconsin
at Milwaukee.
63. Aguilar-Perera A, Aguilar-Da´vila W. A spawning aggregation of Nassau grouper Epinephelus striatus
(Pisces: Serranidae) in the Mexican Caribbean. Environmental Biology of Fishes 1996; 45(4): 351–
361.
64. Cinner, J. Socioeconomic influences on coastal resource use in Mahahual, Mexico. MS thesis. Univer-
sity of Rhode Island, 2000.
65. Castro-Pe´rez JM, Acosta-Gonza´lez G, Arias-Gonza´lez JE. Characterizing spatial and temporal reef
fisheries in Chinchorro Bank Biosphere Reserve, northern Mesoamerican Reef System (MAR). Hidro-
biolo´gica. 2011; 21(2): 196–207.
66. Merino M, Gonza´lez A, Reyes E, Gallegos M, Czitrom S. Eutrophication in the lagoons of Cancu´n,
Me´xico. Science of the total environment. 1992; 861–870.
67. Carruthers TJB, Van Tussenbroek BI, Dennison WC. Influence of submarine springs and wastewater
on nutrient dynamics of Caribbean seagrass meadows. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science. 2005;
64(2): 191–199.
68. Torres-Alvarado MR, Calva-Benitez LG. Nutrientes en arrecifes de coral: un caso de studio. ContactoS.
2012; 85: 42–50.
69. Bruno JF, Petes LE, Drew Harvell C, Hettinger A. Nutrient enrichment can increase the severity of coral
diseases. Ecology Letters 2003; 6: 1056–1061.
70. Nugues MM, Smith GW, van Hooidonk RJ, Seabra MI, Bak R PM. Algal contact as a trigger for coral dis-
ease. Ecology Letters. 2004; 7: 919–923.
71. Sutherland KP, Porter JW, Turner JW, Thomas BJ, Looney EE, Luna TP, Meyers MK, Futch JC, Lipp
EK. Human sewage identified as likely source of white pox disease of the threatened Caribbean elkhorn
coral, Acropora palmata. Environmental Microbiology. 2010; 12:1122–1131. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.
1462-2920.2010.02152.x PMID: 20132278
72. Sutherland KP, Shaban S, Joyner JL, Porter JW, Lipp EK. Human Pathogen Shown to Cause Disease
in the Threatened Eklhorn Coral Acropora palmata. PLoS ONE. 2011; 6(8): e23468. https://doi.org/10.
1371/journal.pone.0023468 PMID: 21858132
Phase shifts in Mesoamerican coral reefs
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174855 April 26, 2017 16 / 17
73. Vega Thurber R, Burkepile DE, Correa AMS, Thurber AR, Shantz AA, Welsh R, et al. Macroalgae
Decrease Growth and Alter Microbial Community Structure of the Reef-Building Coral, Porites
astreoides. PLoS ONE. 2012; 7(9):e44246. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0044246 PMID:
22957055
74. Vega Thurber RL, Burkepile DE, Fuchs C, Shantz AA, McMinds R, Zaneveld JR. Chronic nutrient
enrichment increases prevalence and severity of coral disease and bleaching. Global Change Biology.
2014; 20:544–554. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12450 PMID: 24277207
75. Suchley A, McField MD, Alvarez-Filip L. Rapidly increasing macroalgal cover not related to herbivorous
fishes on Mesoamerican reefs. PeerJ. 2016; 4:e2084. https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.2084 PMID:
27280075
76. Dı´az-Ortega G, Herna´ndez-Delgado EA. Unsustainable Land-Based Source Pollution in a Climate of
Change: A Roadblock to the Conservation and Recovery of Elkhorn Coral Acropora palmata (Lamarck
1816). Natural Resources. 2014; 5: 561–581.
77. Weynberg DK, Voolstra RCh, Neave JM, Buerger P, van Open MJH. From cholera to corals: Viruses as
drivers of virulence in a major coral bacterial pathogen. Scientific Reports. 2015; 5.
78. Melbourne-Thomas J, Johnson CR, Fung T, Seymour RM, Che´rubin LM, Arias-Gonza´lez JE, Fulton
EA. Regional-scale scenario modeling for coral reefs: a decision support tool to inform management of
a complex system. Ecological Applications. 2011; 21:1380–1398. PMID: 21774437
79. Bozec YM, ’Farrell O S, Bruggemann JH, Luckhurst BE, Mumby PJ. Tradeoffs between fisheries har-
vest and the resilience of coral reefs. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United
States of America 2016; 113(16): 4536–4541. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1601529113 PMID:
27044106
Phase shifts in Mesoamerican coral reefs
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174855 April 26, 2017 17 / 17
